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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 'CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1 .1 14, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 12/1/05 
has been entered. 

Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed 12/1/05 have been fully read and considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

Regarding line 25 on page 9 to line 4 on page 1 0 of applicant's remarks about 
independent claim 66, applicant asserts the combination of Azadegan and Allen do not 
disclose or suggest executing a program at a server, the program providing a plurality of 
display commands which represent a user interface for the program; drawing at least a 
portion of the user interface for the program on a virtual display at the server; creating a 
compressed video stream of the user interface by utilizing the coefficients and/or 
compression parameter(s) of the commands; and sending the compressed video 
stream to the client for remotely displaying the user interface at the client as a video 
stream. The examiner respectfully disagrees. In col.34, lines 19-22 and col.76, ln.16- 
22, Azadegan does disclose where the user can enter commands into a computer input, 
including a display or user interface for viewing plural commands, for executing the 
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program. Azadegan does not disclose the use of a server connected a client over a 
network that provides the client with remote access to a program running at the server, 
drawing at least a portion of the user interface for the program on a virtual display at the 
server, sending said compressed video stream to said client for remotely displaying the 
user interface at the client as a video stream as opposed to the plurality of display 
commands provided by the program, and receiving user input from the client that is 
directed to the user interface. 

However, Allen's fig. 2 teaches the use of a media server that is connected over 
communication networks with remote access at an optional remote media server for 
running a program at the server. Thus, Allen teaches the use of a server connected a 
client over a network that provides the client with remote access to a program running at 
the server. Then, Allen's element 204 of fig. 2 discloses the drawing at least a portion of 
the user interface for the program on a virtual display at the server. 

In col. 16, In. 16-60, Allen discloses, in fig.2, the use of remote display of the user 
interface in that the media server stores MPEG-2 data, VIDEO CYPHER-2 and other 
types of compressed media, and that the compressed media and programming 
information can be transmitted to the subscriber. Thus, Allen sending said compressed 
video stream to said client for remotely displaying the user interface at the client as a 
video stream as opposed to the plurality of display commands provided by the program. 
Finally, perusal of Allen's fig. 5, the subscriber or client requests for programs are sent or 
transmitted to the head-end to be interfaced for processing such as verifying billing and 
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transmit descrambling key to subscriber for requested programs to transmit. So thus, 
Allen discloses receiving user input from the client that is directed to the user interface. 

The examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be established by combining 
or modifying the teachings of the prior art to produce the claimed invention where there 
is some teaching, suggestion, or motivation to do so found either in the references 
themselves or in the knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art. 
See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988)and In re Jones, 958 
F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992). In this case, it would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine the teachings of Azadegan with Allen, as a 
whole, for utilizing a configurable, cost effective, efficient, flexible, precise video 
distribution and transmission system, as disclosed in Allen's col. 10, lines 18-25. 

Regarding lines 1-6 on page 12 of applicant's remarks, applicant mentions that 
Allen does not disclose executing a program at a server, the program providing a 
plurality of display commands which represents a user interface for the program; 
drawing at least a portion of the user Interface for the program on a virtual display at the 
server; creating a compressed video stream from the plurality of display comnnands 
utilizing the coefficients; and sending the compressed video stream to the client for 
remotely displaying the user interface at the client as a video stream. The examiner 
does not rely on Allen alone to teach these limitations. The examiner relies on the 
combination of Azadegan and Alien to teach the combination of limitations disclosed. 
For further elaboration, peruse the above paragraphs and in the rejection below. 
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Regarding pages 12-14 of applicant's remarks, applicant contends that because 
the server interface unit and the local and remote media servers of Allen do not 
generate programs with display commands which represent a user interface for the 
program and draw at least a portion of the user interface on a virtual display at the 
servers, Allen cannot possibly rectify those deficiencies of Azadegan. The examiner 
respectfully disagrees. The examiner has already addressed the aforementioned issue 
in the above paragraphs and in the rejection below. And because of the stated reasons 
above and in the rejection below, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art to combine the teachings of Azadegan with Allen, as a whole, for utilizing a 
configurable, cost effective, efficient, flexible, precise video distribution and transmission 
system, as disclosed in Allen's col. 10, lines 18-25. 

In regards to the newly amended claim 36, none of the prior art, neither 
Azadegan nor Allen, specifically discloses the limitation "based on the received user 
input from said client, sending a second compressed video stream to said client for 
remotely displaying a modified version of said user interface of said computer program", 
used together in combination with all of the other limitations of independent claim 36. 
Therefore, claims 36-65 are allowed. 

Thus, the rejection of claims 66-71 is maintained. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
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invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 66-67 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Azadegan (5,819,004) in view of Allen (5,892,535), 

Regarding claim 66, Azadegan discloses a method of generating a compressed 

video stream (fig.20), comprising: 

providing a plurality of display commands which represents a display (col.34, 
In. 19-22, and col.76, In. 16-22); 

setting at least one compression parameter to different values for different ones 
of said display commands (col .36, In. 34-41 and fig.20, element 456, note different plural 
quantization values are estimated or generated based on user input commands at 
element 454, where a quantization value is a compression parameter; also col.7, ln.2-4, 
plurality of quantized coefficients are generated); and 

creating a compressed video stream utilizing said at least one compression 
parameter for said commands (fig.20, element 462). 

Azadegan does not specifically disclose the use of a server connected a client 
over a network that provides the client with remote access to one or more computer 
programs running at the server, drawing at least a portion of the user interface for the 
program on a virtual display at the server, sending said compressed video stream to the 
client for remotely displaying the user interface at the client as a video stream as 
opposed to the plurality of display commands provided by the program, and receiving 
user input from said client that is directed to the user interface. 
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However, Allen teaches the use of a server connected a client over a network 
that provides the client with remote access to a program running at the server (see fig.2 
and note the use of a media server that is connected over communication networks with 
remote access at an optional remote media server for running a program at the server), 
drawing at least a portion of the user interface for the program on a virtual display at the 
server {fig.2, element 204), sending said compressed video stream to the client for 
remotely displaying the user interface at the client as a video stream as opposed to the 
plurality of display commands provided by the program (col. 16, In. 16-60, note in fig.2, 
the use of remote display of the user interface in that the media server stores MPEG-2 
data, VIDEO CYPHER-2 and other types of compressed media, and that the 
compressed media and programming information can be transmitted to the subscriber), 
and receiving user input from said client that is directed to the user interface (see fig.5 
and note the subscriber or client requests for programs are sent to the head-end to be 
interfaced for processing such as verifying billing and transmit descrambling key to 
subscriber for requested programs to transmit). Therefore, it would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine the teachings of Azadegan with Allen, as a 
whole, for utilizing a configurable, cost effective, efficient, flexible, precise video 
distribution and transmission system (col.lO, In. 18-25). 

Regarding claim 67, Azadegan discloses wherein said at least one compression 
parameter comprises a spatial quantization parameter (col.8, ln.40-45). 



Application/Control Number: 09/744,662 Page 8 

Art Unit: 2613 

1 . Claim 68 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Azadegan (5,819,004) and Allen (5,892,535) in view of Nolan (6,049,316). 

Regarding claim 68, Azadegan discloses wherein said at least one compression 
parameter comprises a spatial quantization parameter (col .8, In. 40-45). Azadegan and 
Allen do not specifically disclose wherein said at least one compression parameter 
comprises a refresh rate. However, Nolan teaches the use of a refresh rate as a 
compression parameter (col.8, ln.28-34). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art to incorporate Nolan's teaching of the refresh rate into the 
teachings of Azadegan and Allen for optimizing the display monitors so as to view 
images at a high quality level regardless of resolution (col. 13, In. 34-36). 

Claim 69 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Azadegan (5,819,004) and Allen (5,892,535) in view of Oyamada (5,617,333). 

Regarding claim 69, Azadegan discloses wherein said at least one compression 
parameter comprises a spatial quantization parameter (col.8. In. 40-45). Azadegan and 
Allen do not specifically disclose wherein said at least one compression parameter 
comprises a spectral quantization parameter. However, Oyamada teaches the use of a 
spectral quantization parameter as a compression parameter (col.2. In. 1-5). Therefore, 
it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to incorporate Oyamada's 
teaching of the spectral quantization parameter into the teachings of Azadegan and 
Allen for proper, efficient encoding of images while robustly preserving the integrity of 
the image data. 
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Claim 70 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Azadegan (5,819,004) and Allen (5,892,535) in view of Tsang (5,619,591 ). 

Regarding claim 70, Azadegan discloses wherein said at least one compression 
parameter comprises a spatial quantization parameter (col.B, ln.40-45). Azadegan and 
Allen do not specifically disclose wherein said at least one compression parameter 
comprises an intensity quantization parameter. However, Tsang teaches the use of an 
intensity quantization parameter as a compression parameter (col. 4, ln.44-46). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to incorporate 
Tsang's teaching of intensity quantization parameter into the teachings of Azadegan 
and Allen for accurately encoding high quality image data in an efficient manner by 
utilizing the least amount of data bits (col.1 , ln.65 to col .2, ln.3). 

Claim 71 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Azadegan (5,819,004) and Allen (5,892,535) in view of Kenner (6,003,030). 

Regarding claim 71 , Azadegan discloses the transmission of final encoded video 
image data to a set-top box on the receiver end of a user via television transmitter 
(col.1 1, ln.54-63). Azadegan and Allen do not specifically disclose comprising 
broadcasting said generated video stream to a plurality of users, using a compressed 
video transport stream. However, Kenner teaches the transmitting or broadcasting of 
the generated video stream data to a plurality of users via servers, ISPs (Internet 
Service Providers), MSPs (Mirror Service Providers) and delivery sites (col.7, ln.49-55 
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and fig.1 to plurality of users). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art to implement Kenner's teaching into the teachings of Azadegan and Allen 
for optimized distribution of information and video data to a plurality of users in an 
efficient, cost-effective manner (col.5, In. 12-14). 

Allowable Subject Matter 
1 . Claims 36-65 are allowed. 

The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject 
matter: The prior art does not specifically disclose the limitation "based on the received 
user input from said client, sending a second compressed video stream to said client 
for remotely displaying a modified version of said user interface of said computer 
program", used together in combination with all of the other limitations of independent 
claim 36. 

Contact Information 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Allen Wong whose telephone number is (571 ) 272-7341 . 
The examiner can normally be reached on Mondays to Thursdays from 8am-6pm 
Flextime. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Mehrdad Dastouri can be reached on (571) 272-7418. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free). ^ ^ 
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